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- Tats deficlency has not besn ies&z!mé. The petitioner %ﬂ? ased to obialn

14 APR 1980 |
PPIJC2204, BASISZF fn or on lettuce and stone fruits {puaches,
apricots, cherries, nectarines, snd plums). Amendment of I8,

B. D. Davis, Ph. 2, Chemdst, 2CB, HED (7S-763)

PHE 21 (H, Jacoby} and TOX, #ES (TS-789) o R sl
THRY: Richard U. Scheitt, Acting Chief, RCE, HED (15-768)

This aseodment is fn responss to our memo of 3/8/5 1n which a number of
deficieacies 1a the subject petilion were noted These deficienciss a#nd
the petitfoner's response to them w11l be discussed ia the sswe order as
they appearsd ia owr uess cited above. ' N

Beficiency 1: ‘
The fnert “ﬁa&s set appear 16 be clearsd uader 180.1201. The

petitioner will need to abtain clearance for this inert or substitute a
sultabls alternste, o ' R

-

Ressonse ta 1:

The petitioner states teat NN
“&Mﬁaﬁ 2/15/73 which 1s carreatly being osreparad for
publication by P8 25, The patition for -emﬁaﬂw

_ from reguirs-
ment of a tolerance is currently in raject statys ‘

FEEN

clzarance for the {fsert or substitute 3 suitable a)termate.

Geficiency Za: ,
The Tabal restrictfons for loituce which state, “Do net apply more than 5
15 57 Rontlan 12 one seasen” are imappropriate and sbould be deleted or
revised (9 specify ibe maximus amount appiied ner acrs iz ona season,

Bosponse to Za;

he petiticser has subnitted a reéiseé latel oa which thesz restrictions
have boen deleted.

He consfder this deficlenty resolved.
pefictency 2b: ‘ d

The Tabel restrictions for stone fruit which state, S0 not apoly more
than 14 Tb of %onilan in one season” are {nappropriate and shouald be deletad

or revised to indicate the maximue aumber of applications paraitied per
s¢ason. ‘ :
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sesponse to 2b:

These restrictions have been deleted on the pevised label submitted by the
patitioner,

Hdz consider this deficiency resolved. Ye aote that the revized label
centains an errer. TFor traatoent of hicgh dissase pressure of brown fruit
rot, 1 1k, product per 190 gal would cgrresgaaé ts anplication of 2 1t

- product per acrz rather than 1% 1b product pav acre a3 Tis%ed oo the labal,

Paficiency 4:

%o zas chromatograms were Included to support the petitiomer’s claim ihst
BAS 35F and its metabelite (determined as acylated 3.5-dichlorcaniline)
eould be distinguished by 6C asalysis from the pesticides registersd for
use on stane fratls and lettuce. ¥We will require raw data, {aciuding
chromatograns, in order to deterning whather the analytical sathed 1is
sdeguate for enforcensat purpeses.

%aspéasé to 4;

The petitfonar has subsitted raw data, Including chrometodrams, to suppert
the claln that the method distisguishus BAS 352Fand 1ts metabelfte nCAD
from other compounds currently registersd for vse on lettuce and stone
frults. The groups of pesticides wers screened 2t the 0.08 pow level, and
the detecior was sansitive 1o 9.02 ppa. He peaks within 10Y of the NLAD

. pask were found.

The petitioner has also submitied a confiematory HPLEC method {acluding

chrosatograss for pesticidas on Tettuce. These compounds are distinguishadle

from 20AL in the chrometograms. Methamidophos was examined by HPLD but o &

not by SLC. = ) o
: "

We consider the analytical sethods sdsquate for enfprcement of tolerasces
reguasted {n this petition. For peormanent tolerances, verification by
sathed tryoal by *?ﬁ chenisis may be requived.

e tamiéer thls deficlancy raselved,

ﬁeficiexcy %;:\\»\\\\ o

We judgs the @regaseé tolerance of 10 ppm iﬁaéaqaata o covor residuas in
or on lettuce which may resuslt from this esa. e will require additiesal

. residus data reflecting the mpasaé use in peder to detersine an appropriate

“\telgggfge !ava} I

Rasponse to 5a:

The patitioner has submitted 2 rewisaﬁ tabel specifying a prebarvesi iaterval
of 30 days for lettuce., Ue tonsider it walikely that residuas will sxcued
the proposed ta!amﬁa of 10 ppa afier 30 days. Ouly one sample was tested -
at the proposed maxismum rate m Pl 1t mnimd residues of 7.3 ppm at ‘
30 days Pul fnﬂw&ag 3 treat ‘at 1 1b a.i./a. The dissipatfon studies,
‘however, indicate a rapid d&i of restdues, with g half-11fe of 2.3 s&ys
obsarved ia soue samples. Tharefors, @sy‘!tﬁ high 3m¥s of mm

%;;sdh;




tatrially, the rapid decline should fﬂﬁi&?&i?&lt rosidues will 'mt excesd the
proposed tolevance of 10 ppm at 10 doys PHI. N

A

Ue considur this deficiency reselved. | _ o
’, Sefictency 5b: E _

The available resfdue data for stons frafts do not specify the applicatios
vatas In terms of 1b a1/100 ol or indfcate the costestraiisa or spray
valuse per acre for zost sewples. Ye are therefore unsble io dateraianz
the adeguacy of the proposed tolarances for stane frufts. Additissal data
reflacting the proposed applicatfom ratss in tarms of b a1/160 gl will
be required. The petitfoner thould also be asked io centider gxprassing
the telerasce for nectardinss 1o whole aumbers. ' )

Response to 5bs

The petitionsr has peguested o tolerence of 7% ppm for peaches) LUisitsd
3 data reflucting the prepased gse with a PHI of 10 days avesvailable. for
v mast samples, spplication rates were less ther maximal, Values of 12.9,
16.4, 21.0, and 27.4 ppos were obtalned after £-7 applications at 6.33
-1 ik al/100 g2l with & O or 1 day PHI. The first sample alse received
& posthavvest ¢ip at 1 1k a1/100 mi, : : . <

Eltheugh only a Tow ssuples were fucluded in the decling study, pre-
Yininary data {adicase & half- 1ife of appranimately 2-17 days. Becsuse
of the 7 day period betwees applicetions and the 0.1 day PHI, we consider
11 unlikely that resfduss will axcesd the tolersnce. .

) s - o

&

for apricets. az 25 pon tolerasce i3 &lzo regmesied, The only sasplez asalyzed
reflect 1.3 spolications at 2 0.5 x spplication rate. fasad on the data
for peachss, hossver, we consider §t enlikely that residuss os apricuts
will exceed the 2% ppm tolerance, ' 0

= Far %&rﬁg&;\; g 5 ppm toleramte 13 veduestsd, fesidues ranyed from 1.4-2.% SO
« apm at BT days Vil in three sawples trextsd 344 ilmes el the meximim rate.

¥ i1l require additicnal resides deta veflecting the prosesed use in

asrder to detsralaz the level of pesiduss gresent.

2.6 The petitfoner has revised the originel reguest for a 1.5 epm telerance

o for wectarines and, respondiag to our request Chet the patitioner contider

(,5}“ . axpressing the tolerande in wiole nombers, sow reguests 3 Tolerange of

3 opa, Osly bue nectarine sameles bave heewn asmelvfed, towever, and addilisme)
roesidue Sate reflectien the propussd ase ave needed iz suppery the lelerssce.

& tslsrgnce of ¥ pom i3 renussiasd ?ﬁ?;g}é%é) a2 were ¢ollacted from plums
o traated 2-3 times st 0.5z the appligatfen rals {2,535 21/ g3} and '
g ST paeyested 52 5 - 8 dive, Addiifonal date refloctiag ths praposed usg will
o peouired to porsit detaemisation of the ademumcy of the proposed tsigrasni:.
) .
In susmary, we consider the 4ata edeguals to supporl the tslerance for
npaches, but asditional resfdes dete reflasctiug the propssed use are -
asaded ¥6 support the telerinces ¥for cherries, mactarinss, snd pluss.
The sraposed islerance for nectarines i3 aow cxpressad ip whuls awsbe




This deficiency has been resolved for peaches sud apricots, bet additional
- data are needed for charries, asctarines, and ploms, } I

teaclusiens L - s ST

! %ﬁ pe%!t!mmr a!“ % g egta!z: P

(or substitute a sultable gltermate,

B ts pending.
& faert

1abel for Yettucs.

E
: 2. The fnappropriata Yabal restricifons have been deletod on ths revised g
0 3. The fnappropriste ladel restricifons hava been doleted an the ravised 5
= label for stone frufts. We note that the revised label contalns aa ! -
& srror, reading 1% 1b draduct per acrs for apelicatfon rate for treatment §
£y of brown froft rot whes <dissase pressure s high rather than 2 1b product -
%aer acre which wsuld covrespond to application of 1 15 product par 109G

%g&’; ) . . -

2. The analytical mathod is adeguate for enforcement 5? tglsramces _
raguested fn this petitfon. A cenfirsatory =ethod has alss hesn subzitted,
i For permanent tolerancas, a successful method trysut by £PA chemigts wili
@ée required, | |

%5. He consider the propesed tslerzmce ef 10 poxm adesuats tg cover residuss
n lattuce resulclag from the maxisus propessd yse at the revised PHI of

i0 days. . , ,

&

§8. Rasldues in or on peaches and apricols reéa?‘ciag from the propesed -
use will mot excesd the proposed 2% pew tolerance.
. - . ‘ . !
& %6 Rasidues in or on cherries, sectarines, and nluas resuiting from the
‘ °/ pragosed use may osceed the proposed tolerances, 2Additismal regidues Sats
; reflecting the maxfmum vroposed use ars nesdad ts datermine the appropriate
{ tolerancs lavels. * ' ,
§¢. Ye note that the petilioner has sulmitted @ revised tolerance for
asctarines expressing ths inlsrance 1 whols nuabars, o

Recommondation

He recosmsad that the prososad felerasces oot be #3isdlighms bgeguse of the
reasons givan In Coaclesions 1 aad £, e also sste an arear {a the lsa}
sreer Conclugion 79, The actions needed 1o resclve thaza feficiancies ars
discussed ia thz ganclusions sbave, g
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